Committee, and participated in a review of proposed
Federal Rules of Evidence and of the proposed code
advanced by the National Commission on the Reform
of Federal Criminal Laws.

Speedy trial. Among the most critical policy issues exam-
ined by the Office during the fiscal year was the question
of how to obtain speedy justice and) in this connection,
it coordinated Department of Justice policy on various

speedy trial proposals.

Board of Immigration Appeals

Aliens who come in contact with the criminal justice sys-
tem in the United States may be subject to certain actions
by the Immigration and NaliiraIination Service which are
rcviewablc by the Board of Immigration Appeals.

The Board on review disposes of such matters as aliens
who commit Federal or State crimes, aliens on parole,
and aliens with a criminal record who seek to enter or
leave the Nation, to name some of the important areas
of concern.

Background. The Board is a quasi-judicial body, ap-
pointed by and responsible to the Attorney General. It
has jurisdiction, fixed by regulation, to hear and deter-
mine appeals from Immigration and Naturalization Serv-
ice decisions in deportation, exclusion, visa petition, and
other types of cases arising under the Immigration and
Nationality Act, Its rulings on behalf of the Attorney
General on all questions of law under the act are control-
ling, subject to appellate review.

Selected decisions designed to serve as precedents arc
published, comprising 12 bound volumes to date. Twenty-
eight decisions were added during FY 1971.

On June 30,1970, appeals in 193 deportation cases and
17 exclusion cases were pending. During FY 1971, 968
deportation appeals were received and 915 adjudicated;
150 exclusion appeals were received and 122 adjudicated,
On June 30, 1971, 246 deportation appeals were pending.

conviction and dismissed the complaint pursuant to pro-
visions of (he Arizona Code. The Board ruled that the
conviction was expunged ami no longer valid within the
meaning of section 241 (a) (4) of the Immigration and
Nationality Act.

Illegal evidence. An alien contended that documents
entered into evidence to establish his clcporlnbilily were
obtained in violation of his constitutional rights. He of-
fered no competent legal evidence to support his claim.
The Board dismissed the claim on grounds that one who
raises such a claim must come forward with proof estab-
lishing a prima facie case of illegality before the Immi-
gration and Naturalization Service; can he: hold to assume
the burden of justifying the legality of obtaining the
evidence.

Good moral character. An alien was admitted as a non-
immigrant student. Sim was convicted of a single petty
offense involving moral turpitude and served a prison
sentence. The Board held that the conviction did not pre-
clude establishing good moral character under section
101 (f) (3) of the Immigration and Nationality Act to
qualify for voluntary departure under section 244(o) of
the Act. The decision overruled in part a previous de-
cision of the Board.

Competent evidence. An alien made admissions to a
Service officer in a preliminary interrogation at' a Travel"
crs Aid Society office, in a noncustodial
Board held that the admissions were not tail
failure of the officer to give the alien a wan
type required in Miranda v. Arizona, 304
(1966), and that therefore the admissions
competent evidence to support a deporlatior

Alien parolee. An alien parolee was arrested f
then escaped and remained at large for 7
Board held that his status as an alien paral<
changed thereby, and that upon apprehensic
termination of parole, exclusion and not depor
cecdings were proper.

FY 1971 Activities

During FY 1971, the Board decided several cases involv-
ing Federal and State law enforcement and criminal jus-
tice. Abstracts of those cases follow.

Expungements under State law. An alien was convicted
of burglary in Arizona, but the court there set aside the

United States Board of Pi

The U.S. Board of Parole considers all applit
parole by Federal prisoners, decides whether pai
be granted, and has jurisdiction over parolees,
release certificate for each parolee and may is:
rant for his return to custody if he violates tl
regulations governing his behavior after releasi

261rt and detention
